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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-4, 13 and 17 have been presented for examination. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 13 and 17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sugahara 1 . 

5. Referring to claim 1, Sugahara teaches the apparatus comprising: 

a. an operating mode setting unit configured to set the operation modes [col. 5 lines 
43-48]. 

b. a time zone setting unit configured to set a time zone information for carrying out 
each operation mode of the electronic apparatus [col. 12 lines 46-50]. In particular, 
Sugahara teaches managing the setting and management of the power save modes. It is 
therefore interpreted that the server comprises a time setting unit for setting times 
associated with the different operation modes. This interpretation is further apparent in 
fig. 1 1 wherein the different clients set different operating modes at different times. This 
leads to the interpretation that the scheduling of the different operation modes are not 
static and that different operation modes are set in accordance with a time deemed to be 
appropriate. 



1 As cited in a previous office action. 
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c. an operation mode acquisition and determination unit configured to acquire a 
current operation mode and to determine whether or not the current operation mode 
acquired by the operation mode acquisition unit corresponds to a desired operation mode, 
based upon the time zone information set by the time zone setting unit [col. 6 line 66- col. 
7 line 8 and col. 7 lines 20-28]. In particular, when changing over to a scheduled power 
save operation mode, status information is received representing a current operation 
mode. If it is determined that the current operation mode does not correspond to a 
desired operation mode (i.e. the scheduled power save operation mode) a reissue of the 
power save mode control is made to change to the desired power save operation mode. 

d. a control unit configured to carry out an operation mode changeover to set the 
desired operation mode if the operation mode determination unit determines that the 
current operation mode does not correspond to the desired operation mode [col. 5 lines 
60-63 and col. 7 lines 13-19]. 

e. an operation mode control unit configured to carry out at least one of Screensaver 
control, monitor power control, hard disk power control, and CPU processing speed 
control based upon the desired operation mode [col. 1 lines 34-47 and col. 1 1 lines 42- 
62]. In particular, Sugahara teaches controlling power supplied to components such as a 
display, hard disk drives, etc... in accordance with a desired power save mode (i.e. 
operation mode). 

6. Referring to claim 13, this is rejected on the same basis as set forth hereinabove. 
Sugahara teaches the apparatus and therefore teaches the method performed by the apparatus. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sugahara 
as applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of Microsoft, Use Power Schemes for 
the Tablet PC 2 . 

9. Referring to claims 2 and 3, although Sugahara teaches operating in a low power mode 
during scheduled times, it is not explicitly taught how the system reduces its power consumption. 
Microsoft explicitly teaches turning off a monitor and/or hard drive in a power conservation 
mode when no operation of the computer is made beyond a time period shorter than a time 
period when not in a power conservation mode [page 3]. Because Sugahara is concerned with 
adjusting a systems power consumption in accordance with a schedule, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adjust the time periods between turning off a monitor 
and hard disk during a power save mode because Microsoft teaches that this will optimize power 
performance within the computer system [page 1]. 

10. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sugahara as 
applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of Nakai 3 . 

1 1 . Referring to claim 4, although Sugahara teaches operating in a low power mode during 
scheduled times, it is not explicitly taught how the system reduces its power consumption. Nakai 
explicitly teaches that power can be conserved in a power saving mode by reducing a disk 
rotation speed [col. 18 lines 12-20]. Because Sugahara is concerned with adjusting a systems 

2 As cited in a previous office action. 
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power consumption in accordance with a schedule, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to reducing a disk rotation speed during a power save mode so that power 
consumption can be minimized. 

12. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sugahara as 
applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of Shimada 4 . 

13. Referring to claim 17, although Sugahara teaches a normal operation mode and a power 
save mode, it is not explicitly taught to have a silence operation mode. Shimada teaches 
operating a system in a silence mode [0007 and 0009]. It would have been obvious to include 
the silence mode taught by Shimada into the Sugahara system because it would allow the power 
controlled systems to be placed in low power modes which are sensitive to conditions during 
times "which must be made quiet, such as night." 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARK CONNOLLY whose telephone number is (571)272-3666. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-3667. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



3 As cited in a previous office action. 

4 As previously cited by applicant but translation provided by examiner. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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